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The Honorable Patricia Schroeder

¢l

///House of Representatives

Dear Mrs. Schroeder:

Pursuant to your lecttevrs of August 14 and 30, 1973, we have
examined into questions raised by two of your constituents conceruning
travel to Alaska by personnel of the National Ficld Investigations Y
Center (NFIC), Envivonmental Protection Agency (EPA), Denver, Colorado, - '/ %/

\—

During August 1973, EPA's Inspection Branch was investigating
P\ this matter in response to a request from a United States bgnaLor.’
 To avoid duplication of effort, we awaited complétion of the Laspection
ranch report before making our review., We intervicwed your two
constituents, NFIC directorate personnel, and other staff members and
reviewed the Inspection Branch report and NYIC records related to
travel and planning of assignments,
Both of your constituents raised questions about travel to
+  Alaska by the Assistant Director for Planning and Management and
© about the number of trips taken by other top management personnel.
One claimed that the Assistant Dircctor vouted his trip through
Hawaii at Govermment expense, and the other said that work required
of NIIC personnel at Yuma, Arizona, and Scottsblufif, Nebraska,
deserved higher priovity than that in Alaska.

Neither constituent is presently employed by EPA. One was a
temporary cuployee hired Lor 1 year and the other obtained a higher
paying job elsewhere. They both advisad us that they were assigoed
to the Chemistry Branch of NFIC, they did not travel to Alaska, and
their comments to you were basced on hearsay.

The inspection Dranch's investipation disclosed no irregulavitics
or inordinate expenses, and our vevioew confivued these findings. The

travel by top NFLC personnel to Alaska and the work in Avizona and
Nebraska is discussed below.
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EPA's repion X Suvveillance and Analysis Division at Scatile,
whose arca of responsibility includes Alaska, vequested NFLC
assistauce In coaducting a seanovod processors survey io Alasia,

The survey was conducted in accorvdance with detailed plans, jacluding
the locations to be visited, worked out between NEFLC and repion X.

The Alaska travel by NFIC personnel, vhich cost approxiumately 529,000,
involved Lo men who made a total of 22 trips from Mavcih throush Augusu
1973, 'The top five NFLC personnel made a total of cight trips,

In March 1973, the Dirvector, NFIC, and the Assistant Dirvector
for Teechnlcal Programs visited region X's ficld ofiice in Anchiorape,
Alaska, to sct forth deiinite objectives for the survey and to discuss
approaches to the projected [icld investigations, In July 1973, the
Assistant Director for Technical Proprams visited Anchorage, lower,
and Kenai, Alaska, During August 1973, the Divector visiiced Retchiw..,
Petersburpg, and Juneau, Alaska. . The Director said that these trips weve
wade for managerial overview and to obtain krowledpe concerning scarood
canning and waste disposal processes in oxder to discuss and, if nccessary
defend EPA's data. .

The Chief of the Biology Branch, NFIC, also made two trips to
Alaska. Substituting f[or a biologist who contracted mononucleosis,
the Chiel wade his first trip in Junce 1973 to obtain swawples burowce
the processing scason began. ilis second trip was in July to relicve
a biologist who had been in travel status in Alaska since Junc. lis
travel included Anchorage, Chignik, False Tass, King Cove, Sand Point,

. Cold bay, and Squaw larbor from July 15 through August 1.

On his sccond trip, the Chiel went via lawaii, lle took annual
leave for the period preceding nis scheduled arrival in Alaska and
had it stipulated in bis travel authorization, He purchased a sepavate
round—trip fare Lor his wife to accompany him to Honolulu and paild tae
increase in his fare to be able to delay one week in Hawaii envoute.
His travel voucher refilected constructive travel costs based on departiag
"benver on July 15, the date he could have departed to arvive at Anchorige
on that date. The Covernmment incurred no additiounal expendse Lor Liis
travel.

Tiae Chiel of the Ficeld Operatioas bBranch, NIC, made a supervicocy
visit to Alaska in July 1973, His travel Lacluwded stops at Auchora: o,
King Salwon, Chigoik, Cold Bay, valsce rYass, Kiny Cove, Sand Poinl, aad
Sguaw dirbor,

Thoe NFIC Director Ltold the Assistant Divector for Planaing auad
Manageuent, MLC, to assist lu the Alaska Lield survey so that he
could evaluate the Ficold Operations brancir activities Proo a planaia)
sLandpoint, o jolncd a repion & represcenlacive and an NOLG engivear
in Juncau on August 4 and pavticipated with them on in-plant survevs
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\\ at ecight canneries: two at loeonah, ovne at Chatham, threo ab Pelors-
burg, one at Aunctte Island, and one at fetehivan., o aiso visiced
with managewnent personnel of three canneries ac Ketcehikan and one or
Pelersbuny and visited the temporary NFLC laboratory at Juncaua cboce
retwrning to Denver on August 17, Iis trip was not routwed throusn
Hawaii as claimed by one of vour constituents., On Aurusc 23, he
submitted a report of nis activities Lo the Dircetor wnich fncluded
three recommendations for fuwprovine ficld surveys,

One of your constitutents supeested that work required off NFLC
personanel at Yuma, Avivona, and scottsblufl, Nobraska, descerved
higher priority than the work in Alaska., Internal operating vepovts
prepared by NFLC during the period of the Alaska survey showed Lhat
work connected with pesticide investigations was being done in the
Lower Colorado River Basin arca--ncar Yowa--and that Lield fnvesti-
gations of supar beet processing were plamed for the North Platte
River area--ncar Scottsbluli. The Chiel of the Chemistry Branch said
that the Alaska survey was scheduled to coincide with the scatfood-
processing season, the survey of the Lower Colorado River was scae-
duled in the sumner (July to Sepiewber) to colncide with the applicacion
of pesticides, and the survey of sugar beet wastes was scucduled Lo
coincide with the sugar-beet-processing scason in December 1973.

We do not plan to distribute this report further unless you
agrec or publicly announce its contents,

Si “rely yours,

Y /i;;f/

r &3 N
puty y Comptrollur General
ol the United States
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